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(//) above may be considered together. These were supported by
the Public Service Commission in India as well as the Civil Service
Commission in London, on the ground that it was essential that
Indian officers of the I.C.S. should possess a real insight into British
political institutions. Sir Atul Chatterjee has attempted to show in
paragraphs (5) to (8) of his Memorandum that the present system
is not only expensive, but fails to achieve its object. The Civil
Service Commissioners have been so much impressed by the exten-
sive experience that the High Commissioner has of the problem,
and by the cogency with which he supports his conclusions, that
they prefer his solution of the problem to that proposed by them-
selves and the Public Service Commission.
The separate system of probation in India and specialized
study in England suggested by Sir Atul Chatterjee would, no
doubt, be better than the existing system. The question of collective
training being given to I.C.S. recruits on arrival in the Punjab,
on the lines introduced by Sir Harcourt Butler, is being considered
separately by the Chief Secretary.
R, L. 25-8-28.
The decision in this case seems to depend on the facts and in
ignorance of the facts, it is difficult to make suggestions. Assum-
ing that the facts stated in Sir Atul's letter are correct, then
his conclusion must, I think, be accepted that the present system
of sending Allahabad I.C.S. probationers to England for a course
of two years not only fails to achieve its object, but tends to do
more harm than good.
2. If it be further accepted that the present system of training
in England for Allahabad candidates is not from the point of view
of training as valuable as would be^a course of collective training in
India, then it seems to me to follow that the same applies with
still greater force to the year's training in England which London
I.C.S. Indian candidates have to do. In the case of the latter, the
grounds for doing the training in England are not so cogent as
in the case of the Allahabad candidates. It may be assumed that
London I.C.S. Indian candidates have, in the majority of cases,
passed at least three or four years in England, and [that most of
them have taken an English University degree. Previous to thek
one year's training they have thus acquired some knowledge of
English Institutions, and have become familiar with some aspects
at any rate of English social life. The additional year spent by
them in England, while it may add to their knowledge, is not
essential for what is regarded as the primary purpose of the English
training of Allahabad probationers, The main question in their
case, is whether the year's probation can best be spent in England
or in India. Personally I am inclined to think, for the reasons